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W e study the optin ization of nonperturbative renom alization group equations truncated both
In elds and derivatives. O n the exam pl of the Ising m odel in three dim ensions, we show that the
Principle of M Inin al Sensitivity can be unam biguously in plem ented at order @? of the derivative
expansion. T his approach allow s us to select optin ized cuto functionsand to In prove the accuracy

ofthe critical exponents and

. The convergence of the eld expansion is also analyzed. W e show

in particular that its optin ization does not coincide w ith optim ization of the accuracy ofthe critical

exponents.
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I. NTRODUCTION

During the last ten years the W ilson-K adano ap-—
proach [1,l2] to the Renom alization G roup RG ), based
on the block spin conoept, has been the sub fct of a re-
vival in both Statistical P hysics and Field Theory. This
originates in recent developm ents [, 14, 153] which have
now tumed it into an e cient tool, the so—called e ective
average action m ethod [3], allow ing to investigate non-
perturbative phenom ena. This m ethod in plem ents on
the e ective action { the G bbs free energy { the dea
of Integration of high-energy m odes that underlies any
RG approach. The whole m ethod consists in building
an e ective free energy  at scale k for the high-energy
m odes that have been integrated out and in ©llow Ing its
evolution w ith the scale k through an exact equation [E].
The main drawback of this equation is that it cannot
be handled In actual calculations w ithout truncations of

k- It is thus of utm ost in portance to know whether
the truncations used provide converged and accurate re—
sults. As it iswellknown, the problem of convergence is
also crucial In perturbation theory where it requires re—
sum m ation of serdes. Let us em phasize that this problem
is far from being solved in general since Borelsumm abik-
iy, which isthe key point to resum perturbative series, is
not generically proven and m ay even tum out not to hold
(see [6,1] ora review ) . It isthen in portant to dispose of
an alemative m ethod, not relying on an expansion in a
coupling constant and thus not requiring a priori resum —
m ation. G ood indications on the convergence properties
ofthe e ective average action m ethod have been already
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provided by is ability to tackle with highly nontrivial
problem s, such as low -energy Q CD [{], the abelian H iggs
m odel relevant for superconductivity [@], the phase di-
agram of He; [L(], frustrated m agnets [11, 112, 113, [14],
the G rossN eveu m odel in three din ensions [15,!16], the
random ly dilute Isingm odel [L7], the K osterlitz-T houless
transition [18,119], etc (see R(] for a review and 21] for
an exhaustive bbliography). A system atic investigation
of the convergence and accuracy issues is however still
lacking.

W e propose here, on the exampl of the three-
din ensional Ising m odel, to study the convergence and
optin ization of the accuracy of the e ective average ac—
tion m ethod truncated both in derivatives, at order @2,
and in elds. W e study, In particular, the role of the cut—
o function used to separate the low — and high- energy
m odes, on the determ ination of the critical exponents
and

In section IT, we brie y Introduce the basic ideas un—
derlying the e ective average action m ethod. W e then
discuss in section ITI the truncations necessary to deal
w ith concrete calculations. W e m otivate, In section 1V,
the use of the Principle of M inim al Sensitivity M S)
to optin ize the results. Then, we apply this technique
successively within the Local Potential A pproxin ation
(LPA), section V, and at order @2 of the derivative ex—
pansion, section V I.

II. THE EFFECTIVE AVERAGE ACTION
M ETHOD

H istorically, the block spin concept was rst inple—
m ented, in the continuum , on the Ham iltonian. This
procedure consists in separating, wihin the partition
function, the m icroscopic elds into a high—and a low—
energy part and in integrating out the high-energy part
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to get an e ective H am iltonian for the rem aining low—
energy m odes. The iteration of this procedure gener-
atesa sequence, a ow, of scale-dependent H am iltonians,
param etrized by a running scal k, and describing the
sam e long distance physics. The critical properties are
then determ ined by the behavior of the system around
the xed point ofthe ow ofHam iltonians [4]. H owever,
due to technicaldi culties [15,1211,122,123] this nonpertur-
bative renom alization procedure has been m ainly used
as a conceptualbasis for perturbative calculations rather
than as a practical tool to investigate nonperturbative
aspects of eld theories and criticalphenom ena. T he sit—
uation has changed when it hasbeen realized, m ainly by
E Iw anger 24,125,126,1271,M orris [§,124,123,124,129,130,131]
and W etterich [3, 134, 133, 134, 134, 134d] that, rather than
the H am iltonian H , one should consider the e ective ac—
tion { the G bbs free energy { as the central quantity
to be renom alized. In the spirit of the orignalW ilso—
nian formulation one builds a running e ective action

x that only includes high-energy uctuations w ith m o—
menta ¢ > k?. This in plies that, on the one hand, at
theunderlyingm icroscopicscalek = , ( coincidesw ih
the classicalH am iltonian H since no uctuation hasyet
been taken into account. O n the other hand, when the
running scale is owered to k = 0, ie. when all uctu-
ations have been integrated out, the standard e ective
action isrecovered. To summ arize, ( continuously in-—
terpolates between the m icroscopic H am iltonian H and
the free energy:

1)

Since, by de nition, x isbuiltup from the high-energy
uctuations of the m icroscopic system , the low -energy
modes { with ¢ < k? { must be removed from the
running partition finction. This ism ost easily achieved
by adding to the originalH am iltonian a scale-dependent
mass tetm H y. Then, the running partition function
w ith a source temm w rites 201]:

Z
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where (g) is the m icroscopic eld. In Eq.[@), Rk @ is
chosen In such a way that i acts as a cuto function
that decouples the low — and high— energy m odes. This
In poses several constraints:

Ryl@ ¥ or o k¥ @)

Ryl@ ! 0 ®Hr & k%: ®)

Equation [) m eansthat, at Jow-m om entum w ith respect
to k, Rg (@) essentially acts as a m ass, ie. an infrared
cuto , which prevents the propagation of the low -energy
m odes. T his ensures that these m odes do not contribute
to  B9]. Eq.[d) inplies that Ry (@) does not a ect the
propagation ofhigh-energy m odes. T hey are thusaln ost
fully taken into account in Zy and, consequently, in .

In order to recover the I1im its (1), Rk (@) must also sat—
isfy:

Ry@! 1 when k! at xed g ®)
which ensures that x coincides wih the m icroscopic
Ham itonian H when k ! , and

Ry(@ ! 0 identically, when k! O 7)

which ensures that, in the lim i of vanishing k, one re—
covers the standard e ective action . Note that since
we are only interested here in the universal long distance
behavior and not in quantities depending on m icroscopic
details, we send to 1l .

The e ective average action  isthen de ned as:

x[ 1= Wz Pl+ J: Hyl] ®)

where stands for the running order param eter  (@):
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It ©llows from the de nition {@) that [ ] essentially
corresponds to the Legendre transform of nZy [J], up to
themass term H y which allows to recover the lim is
m Bi1.

The e ective average action  follow s an exact equa—
tion which controls its evolution w ith the running scale
k [3]:

Z

o i1 Y@ O @rRe@
t k > 2 3 tRy @ k e} x
(10)
where t = (k=) and 7' [ ] is the second functional
derivative of x wih respect to the eld (). Weean-

phasize that Eq.[[0) is exact and thus contains all per—
turbative and nonperturbative features of the underlying
theory (see [31] for technicaldetails and 20] for a review

of the applications of this equation to concrete physical
issues).

ITII. TRUNCATIONS OF THE EFFECTIVE
AVERAGE ACTION

E quation [[J) isa fiinctionalpartial integro-di erential
equation that has obviously no known solution in the
general case. Therefore, to render it tractable, one has
to truncate the e ective action . The most natural
truncation, well suited to the study of the long distance



physics, is the derivative expansion. It consists in w riting
an ansatz for y as a power series in @ . Let us rst
consider the case ofan O (N ) invariant theory for which
the ansatz at the order @% w rites [37]:

A (

d 1 2
x[ 1= d'x Uk()+§Zk()@~ +
) 11)
1 2 4
ZYk()(@ )+ 0@
where ~ is a N -com ponent vector and = ~2=2 is the

O (N ) fnvarant. In Eq.[), Uy ( ) corresponds to the
potentialpart of y whileZy ( ) and ¥ ( ) correspond to

the eld renom alization fuinctions. Thus,withZy ( )= 1
and Yy ( ) = 0, Eq.[[) provides the ansatz for the so—

called Local Potential A pproxin ation (LPA ) where the
anom alous dim ension vanishes. This kind of ansatz has
been successfilly used In several cases am ong which the
O W) 0] and G rossNeveu m odels [15, 1€]. However,
to dealw ith m ore com plicated m odels, eg. w ith m atrix—
like order param eters, a further approxin ation is alm ost
unavoidable [11,113,138]. Indeed, when the symm etry is
lower than O (N ), there are several invariants and the
num ber of ndependent functions analogous to Zy ( ;::2)
and Y ( ;:2) grows. In this case, the Integration of the

ow can be very dem anding. It is then very convenient
to further truncate the functions Uy ( ;::2), Zi ( ;) In
power series of and of all other invariants.

Here, we focus on the Ising m odel, described by a
scalar, Z,-nvariant eld theory, considered as a toy
m odel to study the dervative and eld expansions. In
this case, since the only independent eld renom aliza—
tion function is Zy ( ), the function Yy ( ) can be set to
zero. The eld truncation then w rites:

8 e .
% Uk () = Uy ( o)’
< =1
12)
T Zy () = Z iy ( o)’
i=0
where o = %=2, o being a particular con guration of
the eld .W e shallcome back on this point later.

The truncation In elds conveys two nice properties.
First, with the ansatz [[l) and [X), the RG ow equa-—
tion [[[) leadsto a nite set of ordinary coupled di eren—
tialequations for the coupling constantsU;x ‘'sand Z;x 's
sin pler to solve than the partial di erential equations
obeyed by the full functions Uy ( ) and Zx ( ). Second,
even the lowest order approxin ations, In which only the

rst nontrivialtem sofUy ( ) and Zx ( ) are kept, give a
fairly good qualitative picture of the physics G, I137].

H ow ever, the study ofthe truncated version ofE q.[I0)
raises several in portant questions:

1) D oes the derivative expansion converge and does it
provide a satisfying accuracy at low orders ? The ques—
tion of the convergence of the derivative expansion, in

its full generality, has not yet been considered and ap-—
pears to be a mapr and open challenge. In practice,
one is less interested in this delicate question than In
the quality of the results and their in provem ent as the
order of the derivative expansion is increased. In the
case 0ofO N ) m odels, very accurate resuls have been ob—
tained at second order In the derivative expansion. For
Instance, W etterich et al. have shown that handling the
full eld-dependence of the potential Uy ( ) and of the

eld renom alization functions Z ( ) and Y ( ) Jleads to
results that can com pete w ith the world best estim ates,
at least for the critical exponent P0]. The value ob-
tained forthe anom alousdim ension  is kessaccurate. Its
de nition being linked to the m om entum dependence of
the two-point correlation function, an accurate detem i-
nation of probably requires higher order tem s in the
derivative expansion. T his question w ill be investigated
n a forthcom ing article 39].

i) D oes the eld expansion of Uy ( ) and Zy ( ) con—
verge and how rapidly ? O nce again, the generalquestion
of convergence has not yet been investigated. N everthe-
less, sesveral works have dealt wih eld truncations at
high order within the LPA [4Q, 141, 142, 143, |144] or w ith
a eld Independent eld-renom alization [37], ie. wih
Zx () = Zox. They suggest that a few orders su ce
to obtain reasonably converged values of critical expo—
nents. To our know ledge, their com putation using also
an expansion ofZy ( ) hasbeen only studied in the Ising
m odeland using a power-law cuto function 44]. In this
study, we extend this analysis to two other fam ilies of
cuto functions, leading to m ore accurate resuls.

The questions i) and ii) are linked with a corollary
issue, which resides in the choice of cuto fiinction. O ne
naturally inquires about is in uence, and in particular:

iii) Can the accuracy be in proved through the choice
of cuto function Ry ? O f course, when no truncation
ism ade, an exact solution for [ ]= limy, ¢ x[ ], does
not depend on the function Ry used, whereas any kind
of truncation induces a spurious dependence on i. O ne
can thuswonderhow to optin ize the choice ofthis cuto
function. This question isnot as trivialas it seem s since
one has to decide of an optim ization criterion: rapidity
of convergence of the expansions in pow ers of derivatives,

elds or am plitudes [41,142,143,145,146] ? accuracy ofthe
results ? sensitivity of the results with respect to the
cuto ? W e goeci cally concentrate on these two latter
issues In the follow ing.

Iv. OPTIM IZATION AND PRINCIPLE OF
MINIM AL SENSITIVITY

Up to now , attem pts to optin ize nonperturbative RG
equations have been m ainly worked out in the Polchin—
ski equation [47], in particular at second order in the
derivative expansion. For instance, Ballet al. [48] and
Com ellas 49] have tried to suppress the cuto and nor-
m alization dependence of the exponents and by us—



Ing the PrincipalofM Inin al Sensitivity PM S) Bd]. W e
shall not pursue w ithin this fram ew ork since it has now
been w idely recognized that the e ective average action
m ethod isthem ost e cient way to dealw ith the nonper-
turbativeRG .W ew illthus considerthis lJatter form aliam .

In the context of the e ective average action m ethod,
w ithin the fram ew ork ofLPA , Litin hasproposed to con—
sider the quantity C, de ned by 44,143,145, 144,151, 152]:

(2)

min @] =ck? @3

1 + Ry @
q

= 0
where “'[ @1+ Ry (@) isthe inverse of the fiull regular-
ized propagator and C param etrizes the gap am plitude.
A ccording to Litim , the gap is bounded from above and
the best cuto functions are those which m axin ize this
gap 144,143,144, 144,151, 541:

Copt= max(C) when varyingRy. (14)
T he idea behind this criterion is that the larger C, the
m ore stable the truncated RG ow . Indeed, it has been
shown that the m axinum of the gap corresoonds to the
largest radius of convergence of an am plitude expansion.
T his suggests that the optin al selected regulators should
have nice properties such as In proving the convergence
of the eld expansion (47,143,144, 151,152]. M oreover in
43] it hasbeen shown that, w ithin the LPA , the criterion
[[@) is also linked to a PM S.

At this stage, ket us shed the light on some in por-
tant features of the \gap criterion”. First Eq.[I4) does
not select a unique cuto finction: m any R x m axin izing
the gap have been exhibited for instance in 42]. A Iso,
the various optim ized cuto functions, solutions of Eq.
[[d), can lead to quantitatively di erent critical expo—
nents depending on the speci ¢ properties ofa given cut—
o function, lke is asym ptotic behavior (see below and
com pare [46] and [44]). T he quality of the resuls there—
fore relies on the choice of the type of optim ized requla-—
tor. Second, beyond the LPA , the in plem entation ofthe
gap criterion [[4) appears to be nontrivial. Indeed, the

eld renom alization function Z y ( o) induces an in plicit

Ry dependence in f) [ (@] that com plicates the m axi-
m ization ofthe gap. M oreover, it is not com pltely clear
w hether, beyond the LPA , this criterion would still con—
vey the nice properties it show s at the lowest order ofthe
derivative expansion and, In particular, itslink toaPM S.
Aswe are goeci cally concemed here w ith the question
of the sensitivity of the results w ith respect to the cut-
o function, we favor a m ethod that directly probes the
dependence of the critical exponents on the cuto func—
tion. W e have decided to base our analysis on the PM S,
that can alwaysbe sin ply In plem ented and has already
proven its e ciency.

Let us recallhow it works. Suppose, for instance, that
we com pute a quantity Q In an approxin ate way. The
approxin ation used m ay induce a dependence of Q on
a param eter { denoted here { which is spurious. The

PM S consists In choosing for thevalie py s forwhich
Q is stationary:

dQ ()
d

=0: 15)

PM S

O ne thus expects that In posing such a constraint, sat—
is ed by Q com puted w ithout approxin ation, in proves
the approxin ate determm ination ofthis quantity. T he ob—
vious drawback of this m ethod is that Eq.[[3) can have
m any solutions. T his worsens if several quantities are si-
m ultaneously studied, and lead to distinct solutions. An
additional criterion is then necessary to select a unique
one.

W e rststudy the LPA ofthe scalar, Z,-invariant eld
theory relevant for the Ising m odel. W e show that the
PM S allow s one to optim ize the quality of the results.
W e then study the O (@?) approxim ation of the deriva—
tive expansion and show that the PM S leads to accurate
results provided we add som e new inputs to discrin inate
the solutions.

V. THE LOCALPOTENTIAL
APPROXIM ATION OF THE ISING M ODEL

Let us recall that the LPA oconsists In approxim ating
x by:
Z
d 1 2
x[ 1= d'x Uk()+§(@) 16)

ie. In neglecting the eld renom alization. T his ansatz,
once pligged into Eq.[Id), enables to get the evolution
equation for Uy . Actually, working wih dim ensionless
quantities is necessary to get a xed point, so that we
de ne:

8
% riy) = qu(zqz) with y= %
% u, = k Uy an
~=32 d
The RG equation obeyed by uy w rites:
Quy d
T du+ d 20~y wL§w) 18)

1_ pd+1 a=2

where ux = ux (~), v (0d=2), prin e m eans

derivation w ith repect to ~, w = W + 2~u¥, and
Z

220
Lg(w)= yr(y)

dyy¥? 1——=2 47 . 19
s Y hrronrw:

T he nonperturbative features of the evolution of the po—
tential are entirely encoded i the integral LY, called
threshold function [37].



W e now study Eq.[I8) within a eld truncation:

x0 .
ui(~  g) 20)

where we have suppressed the index k for the coupling
constants. Once ug (~) is truncated at a nite order n
ofthe eld expansion, the eld con guration ~; around
which it is expanded m atters. Two con gurations have
been widely studied: the vanishing eld con guration,
~ = 0, and the con guration where uy (~) has a nontriv—
ialm inimum [60]:

e
@~

~0

= 0: (21)

A 1l the studies perform ed using eld truncations show
that the convergence properties are in proved by expand—
ing around the m Ininum rather than around the zero

eld con guration [2§,144]. T herefore, we choose the for-
mer.

W e also need to choose fam ilies of cuto functionsR i
to perform calculations. For sim plicity, we restrict for
now our study to fam iliesof cuto functionsR y depend-
Ing on a single param eter. W e extend this to a two—
param eter fam ily in section LIDI. W e consider two usual
cuto functions. The rst one is the exponential cuto ,
which has been often used and constitutes an e cient
and robust regulator [37]. T he other one, the theta cut-
o , has been Introduced by Litim [48]. It presents the
advantage of lading to threshold functions that can be
analytically com puted. W e extend theses functions, by
multiplying them by a factor , to two one-param eter
fam ilies 20, 146]:

8
g Yexp; (¥) =

e 1
@2)

W
=
—

r, )= REYE

Yy

N ote that both of these cuto fiinctions can be opti-
m ized according to the gap criterion.

For both fam ilies, we investigate the dependence of
the critical exponent over a large range of , oreach
order n ofthe eld expansion, up to the tenth power of
~. W e Indeed expect the m ost relevant operators to be
contained in the rsttemn s, and thustheevolution of as
a function of the order of the truncation to be stabilized
at, or before, the tenth order.

W e ndthat,ateach order, ( ) exhibitsa singlepoint
ofm inim alsensitivity forboth cuto fiinctions. Forr , ,
FIG .[), them nimum occursat pm s = 1,asn [4€],
W]thanopu[ﬂlzed equalto (PMS): PMS:O:650'
FOr Ieyp; , FIG .0, onehas pus = 603and pys =
0651 (see Tabl I). Both cuto functions lead to very
sim ilar optin al results for , di ering by less than 0.5%
to allordersn, as shown in FIG .[3. T he converged values
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FIG.1l: Curves () brthecuto r ;
tions of the potential ux (~). Note that, for n
gure {, the axisismagnied.

, for di erent trunca-
6 { lower

of arereachedbelow thepercent levelin both casesafter
only a few orders (n = 4), as expected.

The insert of FIG .[3, whhere the evolution of w ith the
order n of the eld expansion is compared or = 0:1
{ chosen for illustrative purpose { and = »py s = 1,
show s that the sam e convergence level is reached inde—
pendently of right from the n = 4 order, though the
asym ptotic values of (0d) and (py s) dier signi —
cantly. This show s that the rapidiy of convergence cri-
terion is helpless here to select a cuto .

W e now ocompare our results wih those obtamned
through the gap criterion. As displayed in FIG . [,

pM s = 1l exactly with r ; to all orders. For this cut-
o function the py s valuie concides wih that given
by the gap criterion [4f]. FOr Texp; » pM s CONverges to
6.03 (see Iower curves in F IG .[J) whereas the gap crite—
rion selects an optin alparam eter o = 3:92 42]. In this
case, the two m ethods seem to di er. However, since
the variations of , once converged, do not exceed one
percent In the whole range 2 [ 17 12; , ' 74)],
we do not expect the two m ethods of optin ization to
Jead to drastically di erent critical exponents. Indeed,

(g)= (pums)uptol0 *.Thus forthe two fam ilies
of requlators considered here, the PM S and gap criteria
coincide. It has been argued that this property holds,
w ithin the LPA, for m ore general fam ilies of requlators
43, la41.
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FIG.2: Curves () forthe cuto rexp; , or di erent trun-
cations of the potential ux (~). Note that, for n 6 { ower
gure {, the axisismagnied.

Note that for the exponential cuto , the standard
choice = 1 kadsto = 0:658. Thisvalue, which does
not correspond to an optin ized one, di ersby a little bit
m ore than one percent from py s . For com plteness, we
also m ention that the power-law regulator optin ized via
thegap criterion | r(y) = v 2 | leadsto a lessaccurate
result: = 0:660 |84,|53].

F inally, ket us em phasize that the world best value =
06304 (13) (see Tabk [ lies below all curves () Pr
both cuto functions and that the PM S solutions for
arem Inina. Thus, (pwm s) isthem ost accurate value
achievable w thin each fam ily of cuto functions studied
here. The PM S therefore constitutes a pow erfiilm ethod
to optim ize the cuto function in order to reach the best
accuracy on the critical exponents.

VI. ORDER @ OF THE DERIVATIVE
EXPANSION

W e now show how the PM S can be consistently in -
plem ented at the order @2 of the derivative expansion
for which, as far as we know , no optin ization procedure
has ever been in plem ented w ithin the e ective average
action m ethod. W e dispose of two physical quantities
candidates for a PM S analysis: and . W e perfom
both analyses independently, w th each cuto function.
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0.6 f

Vpms

0.55

FIG. 3: as a function of the order
The two curves alm ost

is displayed forr; ,

pus Orr,

and Texp;
n of the eld truncation of uyx (~).
superin pose for alln. In the insert,

for both PM S and = 0:.
Ref.
a) 0.651 0
LPA |b)b") 0.650 0
c) 0.660 0
d) 0.6307 0.0467
@2 a) 0.6281 0.0443
b) 0.6260 0.0470
c) 0.6175 0.0542
7-doop| e) [0.6304(13)]0.0335(25)
MC f) | 0.6297(6) | 0.0362(8)
Exp. | g9) | 0.636(31) | 0.045@11)
h) |0.6298(90)

TABLE I:Critical exponents of the three dim ensional Ising
m odel. a), b), b’), c) and d) are com puted from the e ective
average action m ethod: a) with rexp; .,  (@Eresent work); b)
wih r,; ,,, (@Eresent work); b’) with r; -1 [4€]; c) wih
powerdaw cuto [44,153]; d) with Texp; -1 without eld ex—
pansion H4]; e) from perturbation theory including 7-loop
contrbutions [Bi]; f) from M onte Carlo sinulations B€]; g)
from experim ent in m ixing transition [57]; h) from experin ent
in liquid-vapor transition (com puted from 3 = 2 bal) .

W e show i section [ZIA] that the PM S allows one to

In prove the accuracy on both exponents. W e especially

highlight that accuracy is not synonym ous of rapidity of
convergence of the eld expansion. Tn section L IE], we

bring out a necessary condition for the independent in —
plem entation ofthetwoPM Son and tobe consistent.
W e then check that our resuls m eet this condition. In

section [(ZICl, we exhbit cases where, contrary to what
occurs in the LPA, multiple PM S solutions exist. W e

show that a unigue one can be selected thanks to general
argum ents. W e end up by extending the analysis to a

tw oparam eter fam ily of cuto functions.



A . Accuracy ofthe PM S solution and convergence
of the eld expansion

This section is devoted to show Ing that the PM S is
still, at order @2, the appropriate toolto nd, wihi a
class of cuto functions, the one giving the best accu—
racy. Though it seem s counter-intuiive, we em phasize
that this cuto function does not coincide w ith the one
providing the fastest convergence of the eld expansion
0ofZy (). To this purpose, we in plem ent both PM S in—
dependently on  and , postponing the coherence ofthis
to the next section.

W orking w ith a nontrivial eld renom alization func-
tion Zy ( ), din ensionless and renom alized quantitiesare
necessary in orderto get a xed point, so that we de ne:

Zox & k2
g (~) = k Uk (~)

@3)
~ = ZO'k kZ d

Zy (~)

Zox

8
%r(Y)Rk(CE) with y:i

z (~) =

where Zgx is de ned in Eq.{J).
obeyed by 7z (~) writes IB7,154]:

The RG equation

@Zk 0

—_—= i+ ~zd 2+ )+ g(z£+2 qEO)L‘lj(w;zk; )

4vy4 ~z£ (3u}(?+ 2~ukmO)L§1 W;zk; )

2vg @+ 1=d) ~ @)°Ly" * iz )+

@=d) vy~ Gul+ 2~u)M J @w;z; )+
(8=d) vy4 ~q§ (31.1]20+ 2~ugn)M f+ 2 Wirz; )+
(4=d) vg ~ )M Wiz )

(24)
wherew = u% 2~u®, prin em eansderivative w ith respect
to ~, and the threshold functions are de ned, forn 1,
by:

LY sz )= 2 dy vi=2 12y %) + yr(y)
R DER Y ey e
(25)
%1 1+ r) + yr° @)
M Wiz )= dy v
( W ;2 . y y e @ +w)n
A+ rE) + yr*e) ( rl) + 2y0(y) ———
]§(y)+ w
2 @)+ vRy))  4yePE) + yrPw))
(26)
where
P)=y@+ ry): 27)

The anom alousdin ension  is given by:

d
= —InZox:

2
dt )

A s previously, we truncate the eld renomm alization
function zx (~) up to the p-th power of ~:

XP
zx (~) =

i=0

zi(~ o)t 29)

W e use, for the potential uy (~), the expansion given in
Eq.Z0), up to the ~° tem , which represents a very ac—
curate approxin ation ofuy (~) in the vicinity of tsm ini-
mum as shown in the previous section. W e expand z (~)
up to theninth powerof ~ which tumsouttobe su cient

to obtain converged results.
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FIG.4: Curves () fOr rexp; , for di erent truncations of
the eld renom alization zx (~). Forp 5 { lower gure {,
the axisism agni ed. N ote that the curve ui102s showstwo
extrem a [62].

Ateach orderp ofthe eld expansion ofzx (~), we have
com puted the exponents and  as functions of for
both cuto functionsr ; and rexp; - FIG .M and FIG .
[H gather the curves representing these fiinctions, labelled

digplayed on a rangeof around the extrem um and sgpa—
rated n two distinct guressincethep 5 curveswould
be superim posed w thout m agni cation. This seem s to
Indicate that the eld expansion converges, at least on
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FIG .5: Curves () forrexp; , fordi erent truncationsofthe
eld renom alization zx (~). Forp 5 { ower gure {, the
axis ism agni ed.

thewhole rangeof studied. T he sam e conclusion holds
for r ; , wih very sin ilar curves (that we therefore do
not show), up to the imn portant subtlety, discussed in
section [ZIC], that two PM S solutions exist in this case
and that only one has to be considered. W e call 1)
and ! () the two lin it finctions obtained orp ! 1 .
In practice, we approxin ate these fiinctions by those at
p= 9.

Let us em phasize that forboth cuto functions, i) the
rapidity of convergenceto ' ( ) and ! ( ) and i) the
asym ptotic valnies ' and ! , depend both on . One
can thus naturally wonder whether the values of for
which the convergence is the fastest coincide w ith those
forwhich the exponents are the m ost accurate com pared
w ith the world best results. W e shall show that this is
not the case contrary to what is w idely believed.

1. Accuracy

W e rst bring out that the PM S exponents are, as in
the LPA case, the m ost accurate ones. W e have deter—
m ned, oreach p, the values ,, ¢ P) and [, s ) Por
which, respectively, and reach their extremum . The
corresponding exponents are referred to, n the ollow -
ing, as EMSz (pms ) and I;Ms= (pns @)
T he cbtained PM S asym ptoticvaluesare 5, ¢ = 0:6281

tuws = 00443 for the exponential cuto , and

Ly s = 06260and 1, o = 0:0470 Pr the theta cuto .
T hese values of the exponents are indeed the best achiev—
abl within each class of cuto functions studied, since
the world best value of lies above the sets of curves in
FIG .M and since the extremum isamaxinum (and vice
versa r ) (see Tabk[l and [61]). The PM S is thus,
as in the LPA case, the appropriate toolto nd, am ong
a fam ily of cuto functions, the one providing the best
accuracy.

2. Rapidity of convergence

The evolution of [, ¢ and [, ¢ with the orderp of
the eld expansion ofzy (~) isdisplayed in FIG [d orboth
cuto functions. The convergenceof py s and py s, at
the percent level, requires at least p = 4 for both cuto
functions. H owever, there exist values of the param eter

, or mstance = 180 orr ; , ©r which the conver-
gence is faster than for py s . This is illustrated in the
inserts of FIG .[A. Indeed ( = 1:8) has already con-—
verged at the percent level for p = 3, but to a di erent
valie than [, .. Thus, the PM S exponents, which are
the m ost accurate, are not those converging the fastest.

W e conclude that i) the PM S leads to the m ost ac—
curate exponents w ithin each class of cuto s studied, i)
a criterion based on rapidiy of convergence of the eld
expansion would be here m isleading since it would select
cuto functions leading to exponents signi cantly di er-
ing from the PM S ones.

B . Consistency condition for independent PM S
im plem entations

W e have In plem ented and discussed the PM S analy—
ses ndependently on and along the previous section.
T his has naturally led us to two distinct PM S values of

ateach orderp, ., g P)and ,, 5 ©).Onecan thus
wonder w hether it m akes sense to com pute two di erent
quantities wih two di erent cuto functions. W e now
provide a natural condition for the whole procedure to
be consistent.

Let us notice that since the eld expansion seem s to
converge (as shown in the previous section), the two
sequences , g ) and L, 5 ©) also converge. The
asymptoticvalue [, sP=1) (ep. ,ysP=1))
is the one that achieves the m inin um dependence of the
exponent (resp. ) onthecuto finction atorder @ of
the derivative expansion. T here is no reason for them to
coincide. H owever, the discrepancy between the py s's
doesnotm atter as long as choosing one or the other does
not change signi cantly the value of each exponent. A
consistency condition is thus:

(pus @ N (pus@)N 30)
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FIG.6: pus and pu s rboth rexp; and r; asfunctions
of the order p of the eld expansion of zx (~). In the inserts
are displayed, for r ; , and for two distinct valuesof , =

pu s ) and = 18, the criticalexponents (upper Insert)
and (lower Insert) as functions ofp.

and

(pus@N" (pys@): (31)

Recprocally, large discrepancies between the values, at
thetwo pum s’s,0fan exponent would be an indication of
a failure of convergence. It could be In puted to either a
too Iow order ofexpansion, or to an unappropriate choice
of cuto functions fam ily.
In principle, we should check the consistency over the
w hole set ofexponents descrbbing them odel. Let ushow —
ever show that once this condition is satis ed by two in—
dependent exponents, it is autom atically by all the oth—
ers, provided the scaling relations hold w ithin the cho—
sen truncation schem e (in elds and derivatives). Let us
rst em phasize that it has been observed in all instances
where it has been studied that the scaling relations re—
m aln precisely veri ed order by order in the eld expan—
sion, although the exponents vary much w ith the order.

aleps(P) ——

a’pps(P) -

aleus(P) ——

a’pps(p) -

S 1 1 1 1

0 2 4 6 8

FIG.7:Plotof ,, s and 5,y g as functions of the order p
ofthe eld expansion of zx (~) forboth cuto finctions rexp;
and r; . L, (@P. pys ) isthe value where lies the
PM S extremum of , (resp. ).

W e thus assum e that com puting the critical exponents
either directly or from the scaling relations is (aln ost)
equivalent. In this case, an exponent, for instance, re—
lated to and through the scaling relation:

()=

()2 () (32)

obviously veri es for all

a _d 2 d, 33

a a ( ) - (33)
In the sinpk case where [, g coincides with
we deduce from Eq.[33) that
tremum forthis pys.Thus, .y 5= pus = pus
and the consistency is trivially veri ed or also. In
the general case where the py s’s are distinct, if they
correspond to consistent exponents and according to
Eq.[30) and [Zl), one is ensured that both exponents are
aln ost stationary between these two py 5 'S, provided
the functions () and ( ) are smooth enough in this
range. Hence, it ©llow s from Eq.[33) thatd =d aln ost
vanishes both at pm g and at pm s+ This
means that ( ) is also stationary around these points,
and thus, ocomputed from a PM S analysis should verify :

PM S’
() also reaches its ex—

(pus@N" (oys@)N" (pns@)); (G4)



ie. meets the consistency condiion. Using the same
argum ent for allthe other exponents, we deduce that the
Independent im plem entations of the PM S on all expo—
nents are consistent once they are for two independent
ones.

Let us now exam ine our resuls. FIG.[1 sketches

pus @) and L, ¢ ) as functions of the order p of
the eld truncation, for both cuto functions reyp; and
r; . Let us set out a few comm ents. First, the func-
tions .y 5 @) and , 5 ) converge as expected. On
the one hand, ., 5 () tums out to be very stable, and
roughly converging as fast as ;, ;. This originates in
the very peaked shape ofthe function ( ) (lower curves
of FIG .[@). On the other hand, ,, ¢ shows larger os-
cillations, due to the atnessofthe function ( ) (lower
curves of FIG .[M). It is worth m entioning that since the
exponents have alm ost converged at p= 4 FIG .[{), the

uctuations on the corresponding py s valies induce
negligble variations on them forp 4.

Let us now show that the independent analyses of
and give consistent results w ith respect to Egs. BQ)
and ). The asym ptotic values are approxin ated by
thoseatp= 9. T he consistency condition is trivially ver—

ied O reyp; shoe i thiscase o0 )7 pys @)
(seeFIG .[D).Forr , ,we nd:
J(pus@) (pys @)N3” 104
(35)

J(pys @)

which are both negligble. Thus, In this case also, the

consistency condition is il lled. W e draw the conclu—

sion that the PM S analyses have selected a unique opti-
m alvalue foreach exponent and although the corre—
soonding py s ’sdonot coincide. T hey enable to deduce

the rem aining critical exponents as well.

(pus @)3F” 610 °

C . D iscrim ination ofmultiple PM S extrem a

The results discussed in section [VIA] are associated
w ith a particularPM S solution while severalones can ex—
ist, leading to signi cantly di erent exponents [62]. This
happens forr ; , (see FIG .[H). W e now expose the gen-
eral argum ents we used to discrim inate between the dif-
ferent PM S solutions.

Suppose that the derivative expansion is studied order
by order w ithout eld truncation (or equivalently that
the eld expansion is perfectly converged). If the deriva—
tive expansion converges, the corrections on exponents
must be sn aller and sn aller as the order of the expan-—
sion is Increased, at least at su ciently large order. On
the otherhand, asthe asym ptotic value ofany ocbservable
is exact, i must be independent of the cuto function.
Thus, for any quantity, all cuto functions lkad to the
sam e asym ptotic { exact { value, although not at the
sam e goeed. In practice, the ain is to reach i as fast as
possbl. Thism eans that, at least beyond a certain or-
der, thebest cuto for the derivative expansion isthe one
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w hich leads to the fastest convergence. N ote that this is
not the case orthe eld expansion where the rapidity of
convergence does not provide a criterion to discrin inate
betw een various PM S solutions.
O foourse, this asym ptotic value could be reached only
after large uctuations occuring at rst orders, as in the
eld expansion (see FIG .[d). However, contrary to this
case and provided  is not too large, we expect the rst
orders of the derivative expansion to already lead to re—
liable results. Under this hypothesis, we get two natural
criteria to select a unique PM S solution when severalex-—
ist. The st one consists in keeping, for each fam ily
of cuto functions, only the PM S solutions that have a
counterpart in the other(s) fam ily (ies), ie. that lead to
(@In ost) the sam e critical exponents. Thism eans in our
case that we keep only the PM S solutions that verify (in
ocbvious notations):

exp 4
PM S PM S
(36)
exp
PM S PM S

since these exponents are stationary not only inside a
fam ily of cuto functions but also from one fam ily to
the other. T he second criterion consists in applying our
previoushypothesis of rapid convergence already at order
@?: we assum e that no Jarge uctuation occurs between
the LPA and @? approxin ation. W e thus select the PM S
solution thatm inim izes, on the exponents, the correction
of order @2 to the LPA .

Both criteria allow one to discrim nate between the
two distinct PM S solutions obtained for and wih
r, (seethecurveuipzy n FIG .[A). T hey happen to pair
forboth exponents,at roughly ., s’ pus ’ 0:7and

pMs | pms | ©6D.According to the second criterion,
we exclide the second PM S solutions located at py g /
65,which lead forboth and tomuch largerdeviations
than the st ones com pared with the LPA result: = 0
and = 0650 (e FIG .[@, curve (r ; ) uip). The rst
criterion leadsto the sam e choice since i) we have checked
thatwith reyp; only onePM S solution exists for  (resp.
for ), and ii) the corresponding exponent is very sim ilar
to the one at the rst PM S solution for (resp. or )
with r ; ,see Tabklland F1G .A. Thus, our two criteria
to select a unique PM S solution are consistent [63].

D . In uence ofa second param eter

In the previous sections, we have restricted our anal-
yses to the in uence of the param eter , am plitude of
the cuto functions, on the critical exponents. T he op—
tin ized results obtained with the two fam ilies of cuto
functions are very close together. It is thus natural to
test the robustness of this resul. In this section we in-—
vestigate the in uence of other deform ations of the usual
cuto functions focusing on the exponentialcuto . Two
generalizations of r.yp,; come naturally. They consist
in changing i) expy ! exp y and ii) expy ! expy
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FIG.8: Cuxves () and () forboth cuto functionsr ;
and rep; within LPA (labelled uio) and at O (@%) of the
derivative expansion (labelled uioz9), for the m axim al trun—
cations of ux (~) and z (~) com puted here. The two PM S
extrem a orr ; are shown forboth and

3,134,141, 142]. The deform ation i) reveals actually use—
Jess since it is equivalent to a rescaling of the running
scale k In Rx which is Inm aterial. W e hence study the
tw o-param eter generalization of reyp :

1
Texo: ; = : 37
exp; i ) o 1 37)
W e perform the ill PM S analyses of and over
the twoparam eter space spanned by and , within

the LPA and at order @2 ofthe derivative expansion, for
the m axin al eld truncations of uy (~) and z (~) con—
sidered here. We nd a unique two-din ensional PM S
for both exponents, and at both orders. It lies at
pus  pus = 225 pus ' pys = 0:98andgives
PM S = 0:04426 and PM S = 0:6281 at order @2. It
tums out that our prior choice = 1 was very close
to pum s,and thusthe optin ization perform ed in the
previous section already enabled us to alm ost reach this
m ininum . The two-param eter PM S exponents thus dif-
fer by less than a tenth of percent from those obtained
previously (see Tabk[d).
For illustration purpose, we isolate in FIG .[d the be-
havior ofthe parameter, xing to sPM S value de-

11

term ined in section (ZIAl. & displaysthe ( ) and ()
functions, for the converged eld truncations. Both ex—
ponents exhibit a single PM S solution for very close to
one (pysg = 1001l nLPA and ;¢ = = 0:993
at order @2).

PM S
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FIG.9: Curves () and () OF Yexp; ,, ¢; » Within LPA
(labelled uio) and at O (@%) of the derivative expansion (la-
belled u192z9) or the m axin al truncations of ux (~) and zx (~)
considered here. py s is the valie obtained in section IA].

As shown in FIG .[d, the dependence of and is
quite sharp. It raises a natural question: had we xed

far from py 5 to perform the PM S analysis, what
would have we ocbtained ? In other words, would the
optim ization have su ce to retrieve exponents close to
the two-param eter PM S ones? To investigate this ques—
tion,wehave xed = 2,which seem sfrom FIG .[dto al-
termuch ,anddetem ined ., ¢ and ., 5. Thecorre-

=2

sponding exponentsare P;IZS = 0:05573, ,, s = 06246
at order @?. The discrepancy with the two-param eter
PM S exponents is quite signi cant for , whereas the
larger exponents { and the others com puted from the
scaling relations { only undergo a few percent variation.
T his originates In the di erence of nature of both expo—
nents. O n the one hand, the exponent is related to the
behaviorofthem ass, em bodied In them Inim um oftheef-
fective potential. T he weakness of the sensitivity of on
the cuto function, at order @2 of the derivative expan-—
sion, suggests that the e ective potential is already well



approxin ated at this order, and thus provides an accu—
rate determ ination of , close to the exact value. O n the
other hand, describes the m om entum -dependent part
of the two-spin correlation function, for which the order
@2 truncation constitutes a very rough ansatz. Hence,
the detem ination of is rather poor at this order and
In proving it probably requires higher derivative orders.
T his isdirectly re ected In the non-negliglble dependence
of on the cuto function underlined above.

T he conclusion to be drawn from this is that, as pre—
viously, the PM S is the appropriate m ethod to select,
am ong a class of cuto functions, the one that achieves
the best accuracy, in so far as it m Inin izes the distance
to the world best values for both exponents and at both
orders. M oreover, thePM S reveals itselfallthem ore cru—
cialthat the varationsw ith respect to a given param eter
are large.

VII. CONCLUSION

W e have in plem ented the P rinciple of M inim al Sensi-
tivity to In prove criticalexponentsw ithin the fram ew ork
ofthe nonperturbative RG .W e have shown that it always
allow s to reach the m ost accurate results achievable In
the class of cuto fiinctions under scrutiny. W ithin the
LPA, the PM S exponents tum out to alm ost coincide
w ith those obtained through the principle of m axin iza—
tion ofthe gap, and the m ethod is easily generalizable at
order @2.

Twom ain drawbacks are usually attributed to the n -
plem entation ofthe PM S:i) severalsolutionsofthe PM S
can exist and render its in plem entation am biguous, ii)
i is not clear whether i indeed im proves the resuls.
W e have shown on the exam pl of the Ising m odel, that
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w ithin the context ofthe e ective average action m ethod,
these draw backs either can be circum vented or do not
exist at all. W e have Indeed brought out that a unique
solution of the PM S can always be selected, thanks to
very reasonable criteria, and furthemm ore this solution
represents the m ost accurate determ ination of the crit—
ical exponents. The PM S thus appears as a safe and
powerfilm ethod to optin ize the results obtained in the
nonperturbative RG context. An im portant and rather
unexpected aspect of our analysis is that the rapidiy of
convergence of the eld expansion is not optin al w here
the accuracy is.

Let us also em phasize that, even w ithin a ratherm od-
est truncation involving the potential expansion up to
order ~ and the eld renom alization expansion up to
order ~*, the accuracy reached on  isbelow the percent
Jevelcom pared w ith the world best resuls. T his suggests
that, w ith the sam e kind of com putational com plexity, a
com parable accuracy can be achieved for m ore com pli-
cated m odels.

F inally, the detem ination of ispoorer, which isto be
In puted to the roughness of the ansatz to describe the
full m om entum dependence of the two-soin correlation
function. Improving it is lkely to require inclusion of
term s of order @* . This w illbe investigated i [39].
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